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Hr. Soger *‘ineman 

CBS Keua^Kadio 
524 W 57 3t. f 
He* Xork, H.I. 10019 

Dear Roger, 

X found the Dan Schorr Oswald sequence on tonight's TV news interesting in a 
number of ways* "-oatly because it was reported 

I regard it as a welcome change, one long overdue, in the reporting on this 
subject, fry presumption is that in shs course of following up on iny work when sources 
were oonsulted they cane up with this. 

Those sources really came pp with nothing new except the documents, ^hoso I 
don't have and if copies arc no pro hlec* I 4 a lik* to have then for archival value 
end for my own reading. 

I have had that part of the story for eocui time. actually, except for the 
documents, it is publicly available. Ky information has all been published and 
ignored. 

How I came onto it fascinates no and ccy yea. * h&i not reau hoaeuko'e book. 

There cams a tiro when I started getting Rjystericus calls from a man with a heavy 
Russian accent # like a Russian who had learned Jti nglish in Russia, fra?, an Americaiw 
educate). instructor, and had not bean ha z'c very long. 

Finally, of tor name of conversation, we worked out a a- j ting naif way between 
here and where he said he lives, in a public place, with Whitewash IV tlr> identification. 
He came up to me while X was shopping, we then lunched together. And I've hoard not 
a word from him since. He went by a first name only and I called him by that. 

If I ware to guess I'd say that the CL& brought him here and he is leaa loan 
completely harry or wa&tj to give that iiapr 9 saion. 

I made no effort to br?ak his cover, none to even see his car. If he does not 
want me to knew wiio he is, I'm satisfied with that. He has his rights as well as his 
own problems. 

Ha is not yithsut familiarity with intelligence. One of the possibilities that 
struck me i » that he vas giving this information <xi bshalf of another because what 
*osenko really said is not procieely what X 4 d believe this man thinks. 

Algo Interesting, it correlates with a time X was negotiating with the CIA for 
access *3 tnelt files on me. 

X presume it ia not impossible that tboro may be sequences from tlae to time 
that may bo considered for use in the coming special. I will, therefore, on tho chance 
that what t observe may be of interest later, start a file of augeettons. 

This one will deal with the McCone part of that sequence. 

Ho answer required. 



*Wold tfelsberg 

P.3. By this time next week X expect photographic proof of some of the new materials 
I discussed with you. ^his means not new proofs, 1 have them. I n photographic form. 
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McCone's explanation of the CIA' a not giving the Warren Cowrie don Kosenko’s 
report that the K8B considered Oswald a U.S* agent is that Kosenko had not been 
tested and his information thereiors was not authenticated* 

There are several reason this is irrelevant* 

AH the executive session transcripts dealing with this question reflect the 
Commission's certainty that the agencies would lie to then or deceive them* ^uiiea 
could not have been inore explicit about thn CIA and the FBI. Rankin could not have 
been any noi>; explicit about the FBI alone* 

So 9 assuming tho Commission' a soriousn9sa of urpose, an antirely unwarranted 
assumption, it required every rumor no matter how wild that in any way addressed 
the question. 

Most of the investigation o ansi stead of alleged checking out of the irrelevant* 

Hoover - and Scho^rr showed FBI reports# did an entire section of "Rumors end 
Speculations* that was used in the ^eport. The Cocoas ion did havo this report, it 
did deal with rumors it considered worthless (with ^oovor as selocter-dscider) 
and Rankin laid out the Comnlsiioa 9 s Job with* that rumor to bo iripinj it out, r.ot 
investigating. So, wiping out that dirty rumor is the task tho Comrlsrdon set 
for itself* With any basis not to believe Kosenko’s report it wa a exactly what the 
Commission and the FBI and Cl A needed* 

On the other had, if share were any basis for Kosenko 1 o report# especially with 
the vast FBI inspired campaign to label Oswald a3 a Rad# then the Commission certainly 
required it and it was the Couuaiasion'a, not the CIA's or FBI's Job to determine 
validity. 

To put this another way, the only reasonable interpretatuon of tfco failure 
to give the Kosenko report to the Commission is that the agencies did not believe 
it to be false or untrustworthy* 

Bach knew its on people* if each had no concern, then each agency had a great 
vested interest In disproving the Kosenko report* 

Another possible reason for both agencies* withholding of this Kosenko report 
is that neither wanted to end the the-Rods*d±d-it ^TOjagan-ia that ^ave ell tb* other 
official fictions a semblance of credibility* Kosenko said the Russians did not trust 
Oswald# believed he was an agent, an- vfsra o anting him autii lie ilashud liio wrist* 

If they don't trust him, how can ho bo theirs? 

Almost all of Hoover’s file doai^nationa in this case arw under Oswald and Russia, 
with no reason for Russia or the also cow- on Cuba* He began that way* He x&s not 
about to j^nk one of hie best bits of propaganda# propaganda that extended evm to 
his file dost Rations. 

Defect ore wore handled by the CIA division that also handled CIa relatione 
with the Warren Coui^i3aion- Angie uhi’s* Host of it waa through a who r^.^iaaod 
with Angle ton, Raymond Rocca. But Hoover had no complication like McCone claims, 
having to authenticate Nosonko first* Hoover did loot of the Commission's investi- 
gating* is unlikely that an ag^nt in Tuaaia could be Hoover s* bo his failure 
to pass this on could not be because ha juf'.ected it .as oca of his boys* 

HoWfVpr, thi s jcno-ledg* could h*vo b»en of use to **oovsr aft^r OsvaM returned# 
For Hoovor s# not Concession purposes* It rade blackmailing Oswald asy* Automatic* 

Another and simpler view is tha i nothin.- I'oCono said io sensible except as 
•till another covorup* **e jave no reason for not letting the Cocristion know but 
ho got this impression accrowi,# c^at tilling the L ^-ia a-inn ^uiu have be^n wrong. 



